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Author’s Note
 
It should be noted that my criticism of Agenda 21 and its apparent goals are
not directed towards individuals within the United Nations or the U.S.
Government, and while the ballot box does not appear to be a viable way to
derail this movement, please do not interpret my call to action as a call to
arms. We must work together to find a peaceful and lawful way to resolve
this apparent threat to our way of life.
 
Sharing information relevant to Agenda 21 is a step in that direction. The
following text is based on my opinion, shaped by a careful reading of
various United Nations and U.S. Government documents relevant to
sustained development and their apparent goal of one world government
rule.
 
"What use of thee can any creature make? For any good? What profit

dost thou bring?"
 

Humphrey Mill "Of Darknesse" 1639



New Age Dawning
 
There is a new age dawning in America and around the world that promises
to change everything you know and the values you hold dear.
 
The values we hold dear, like life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness form
the foundation of who we are as a people and a nation. Our traditions and
laws are based on these values and were originally designed to preserve
human dignity. In my opinion, human dignity is as vital to life as the air we
breathe and the water we drink. Without it, life perishes. As you will
discover in this book, proponents of Agenda 21 believe you are a nuisance.
Your very existence represents a stumbling block to a master plan that
equates human life to a colony of ants, where the rights of the individual
and human dignity are defined by servitude, not freedom, and where
personal ambition must be expended for the “greater good.”
 
The assault on your dignity and rights will not take place in one fell swoop,
but will be eroded one right at a time. It’s like the proverbial salami that
gets consumed one slice at a time. At first you don’t notice your salami is
shrinking as you hack off a slice and share it with a friend. But as one slice
turns into two, and then three, you begin to notice a change. Eventually,
your entire salami is gone. Agenda 21 is just one knife the United Nations
and the U.S. Government is using to slice into your rights and gorge
themselves at your expense. My opinions in this area are further supported
by James Madison where he stated, “I believe there are more instances of
the abridgement of the freedom of the people by gradual silent
encroachments of those in power, than by violent and sudden usurpations.”
 
If you doubt the veracity of the United Nations’ goal to run the world,
consider the comments made by top delegates to the Cancun 2010 16th
annual conference of the United Nations Framework Convention on
Climate Change (UNFCCC). During the conference, newly appointed



secretary for all things climate related, Christina Figueres, openly defined
the proceedings a “litmus test for global governance” (Schlafly, 2010).
 
Throughout the proceedings, the resounding cry from under developed
nations was a demand for cash payouts from developed nations, namely the
United States, in reparation for their carbon footprint and abuse of global
natural resources. U.N. Secretary General Ban Ki-moon seconded this
demand with a call “to fundamentally transform the global economy, based
on low-carbon, clean-energy resources." Like it or not, the majority of the
194 signatories to the Agenda 21 plan are gunning for America.
 
The information in this book is not the stuff of conspiracy theorists or
kooks, it is real. Everything I discuss in this book has been derived from
official United Nations and U.S. Government published documents, which
are readily available to the public. The elitists, world leaders, and self-
appointed tin-pot gods make no attempt to hide their plans or activities.
Why should they? To them, the masses are asses, too ignorant, lazy, and
comfortable to risk upsetting the status quo or question the motives of a
government run amok. Originally devised to regulate the global
environment, the United Nations’ Agenda 21 initiative, also known as
Sustainable Development, has evolved into a political objective, calling for
the complete subjugation of the world’s population, including the people of
the United States, through massive relocation of entire cities, depopulation,
and the expansive cordoning of land into nature preserves.
 
Under Agenda 21 the common man takes a backseat to nature, freeing the
elites and government figures to enjoy a pristine planet unspoiled by the
unwashed masses. But this idyllic dream may only come to fruition where
good men and women stand idle. As Medal of Honor recipient and author
of the book “If Not Now, When,” Colonel Jack Jacobs wrote, “complacency
has an unpleasant habit of becoming perilous.” We live in perilous times,
and are entering an age where the realization of Karl Marx’s ten planks to
seize power (see Appendix A) are gaining momentum. 
 
As you will learn in this book, Agenda 21 is not an urban legend. It is a fact
of life, endorsed by our various presidents and put into motion through



treaties and Executive Orders. Prepare yourself for the dawning of Agenda
21.
 

“When a man who is honestly mistaken hears the truth, he will either
quit being mistaken, or cease to be honest.”

Abraham Lincoln



Mission Accomplished
 
The United Nations is an incredibly complex organization, and has
successfully intertwined its resources and regulations into every facet of life
on Earth. Like Winston Churchill’s proverbial “riddle, wrapped in a
mystery, inside an enigma,” the United Nations has dispatched its tentacles
around the world disguised as food programs, peacekeeping, free trade,
economic development, and climate control, among others. Now, it has only
to flex its long arms to suck the life out of national sovereignty and your
freedoms.
 
In a macabre transfer of oppression, unelected ambassadors and underlings
from under developed nations are allowed to organize committees and
implement social change around the world in something akin to what
Frederick Douglass called "the fatal poison of irresponsible power." Their
favorite target: The United States of America. Back home the combined
gross domestic product of these ambassador's nations rarely amount to
much more than the annual budget of a school district in the U.S., but in the
glass cage of the U.N. building in New York City, they move and act like
gods. These are the men and women to whom we may one day bow.
 
The United Nations was created in 1945 following World War II. Like most
emerging bureaucracies, the United Nations’ original charter sounded
benign enough, and reflected the greatest concerns of the time—primarily
the prevention of war. Chapter 1 of the United Nations charter discusses the
four primary objectives of this international body:
 
To maintain international peace and security, and to that end: to take
effective collective measures for the prevention and removal of threats to
the peace, and for the suppression of acts of aggression or other breaches of
the peace, and to bring about by peaceful means, and in conformity with the
principles of justice and international law, adjustment or settlement of



international disputes or situations which might lead to a breach of the
peace;
 
To develop friendly relations among nations based on respect for the
principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples, and to take other
appropriate measures to strengthen universal peace;
 
To achieve international co-operation in solving international problems of
an economic, social, cultural, or humanitarian character, and in promoting
and encouraging respect for human rights and for fundamental freedoms for
all without distinction as to race, sex, language, or religion; and
 
To be a center for harmonizing the actions of nations in the attainment of
these common ends.
 
The United Nations currently has 194 member states, each of which is
allowed a single vote in the general assembly, including the United States.
The organization as a whole divides its operations into five specific organs:
General Assembly, Security Council, Economic and Social Council,
Secretariat, and the International Court of Justice. The United Nations also
sponsors several agencies, including the World Health Organization, World
Food Program, International Atomic Energy Agency, Food and Agriculture
Organization, World Bank, and the United Nations Children’s Fund.
 
Since 1959 the John Birch Society has campaigned to get the United States
out of the United Nations, claiming its true goal was the formation of a One
World Government. Following the creation of the United Nations in 1945,
U.S. State Department official J. Reuben Clark noted the United Nations
charter did not ensure peace, but instead promoted war on the United
Nations’ terms. According to Clark, the United Nations was not designed to
promote peace, but to control future wars by deciding who can declare war,
who is allowed to engage in the fighting, and who has control over the
troops doing the fighting. In other words, our future national sovereignty
will be decided by the United Nations, not Congress (McManus, 2002).
 



Interestingly, the United Nations Charter was written by three men with ties
to the Council on Foreign Relations and the Soviet Union—an organization
and a nation devoted to communism and one world government. To achieve
“one world government” status, the United Nations would need to succeed
in implementing a world tax, gain judicial powers through a world court,
and have a standing army to impose its will on recalcitrant members.
During the 2010 Cancun climate summit, delegates pushed for a world tax
to force nations to pay for carbon based resource usage, and its judicial
authority has been established with the creation of the International
Criminal Court established in 2002 and based in The Hague, Netherlands.
As for a military, the United Nations has access to a standing army in the
form of blue helmeted volunteers from member states.
 
The suggestion that the United Nations harbors a nefarious underlying
mission has also been noted by people like Congressman John Rankin, who
once stated, "The United Nations is the greatest fraud in history. It's purpose
is to destroy the United States." And led the U.N. World Constitution to
note, "The age of nations must end. The governments of nations have
decided to order their separate sovereignties into one government to which
they will surrender their arms." And while the United Nations may claim it
wishes only for world peace, its growing role in peacekeeping has allowed
it to build, equip, and train a standing army.
 
Notably, the United Nations has led dozens of peacekeeping operations
throughout its history, including operations in Korea, Bosnia, Haiti,
Kosovo, Africa, and Cyprus, among others.
It should also be noted that peacekeeping is not a function of the United
Nations, as defined by its charter. In my opinion this is yet another example
of mission creep and is suggestive of how this international bureaucracy can
stick its fingers into virtually anything it wants, and potentially dictate the
behavior and rights of citizens in any country, including the United States.
From a soldier’s perspective this was evident during the Kosovo
peacekeeping mission where the United Nations pressured President Bill
Clinton to place U.S. troops under the command of the United Nations.
Soldiers on the ground in Kosovo balked at this suggestion and flatly
refused to exchange their helmets for the baby blue helmets worn by United



Nations soldiers. This argument is based on widely held beliefs that the
United Nations is a dangerous organization, determined to spread its one
world government views at the expense of national sovereignty.
 
Another favorite area of the United Nations is free trade. As an expatriate
living in various European and Asian countries, I saw first hand the fallacy
of free trade principles and challenged my Congressman to defend the
principles of free trade with countries where the majority of the citizens
made less than $200 per month. While American consumers can flock to
big box department stores by the busload to buy cheap imported goods, on
the other side of the pond consumers in poorer countries, with no disposable
income, are fortunate enough to buy a bag of rice, much less an automobile
manufactured in America.
 
To compound this problem, American manufacturers faced with rising labor
costs, taxes, and prohibitive environmental laws, closed their stateside
operations and moved their entire operations overseas. The result of this
wholesale abandonment of America is evident in the major Rust Belt cities
like Detroit, Pittsburgh, and Cleveland, and has transformed the major
manufacturing power of the world into a nation of shopkeepers and
hamburger flippers. But the transfer of manufacturing capacity to countries
like Sri Lanka, Vietnam, and Malaysia were not necessarily godsends to the
local people in these developing nations.
 
During a tour of 21 different garment factories in a Middle Eastern country,
I observed the gross violation of human dignity and labor laws first hand.
Men and women imported from sub-continent Asia worked in tin-roofed
plants that resembled converted chicken coops. In many of these plants I
could not even stand upright, and walked past rows upon rows of sewing
machines operating in squalid conditions. Laborers were routinely bussed to
the garment factory to work 12 hour shifts without a break, and then
returned to concrete dwellings we would not put a convicted killer in. The
$30 to $50 dollars each laborer earned monthly was reduced by living
expenses, leaving them with a few dollars to send home to impoverished
families. The product of their labor was unceremoniously boxed up for



shipment to the United States, where star struck American consumers could
purchase name brand designer clothing at cut rate prices.
 
South of the border, U.S. based companies are able to enjoy unfettered
access to the U.S. market, courtesy of the North American Free Trade
Agreement (NAFTA) while paying labor around 60 cents per hour and not
putting up with environmental restrictions or invasive government
inspections. In the lofty and deluded thinking of world free traders, the
belief is a strong Mexican economy, bolstered at the expense of
manufacturing in the U.S., will strengthen its resolve to protect the
environment. Again, how can the U.S. laborer compete with this? And why
would multi-national companies not exploit these overseas and cross-border
opportunities with a vengeance? They owe no allegiance to America, and
simply go wherever they wish in order to maximize shareholder value.
 
This is the reality of free trade.
 
Beyond concerns over free trade, national sovereignty, and the mission of
the United Nations, this international body has also fallen suspect to major
graft and corruption charges, which includes billions of dollars of
unaccounted funds, pedophilia and rape of refugees in the Democratic
Republic of Congo and other African nations, and most recently the
apparent spread of cholera in Haiti (Williams, 2005).
 
Is it any wonder that people worry about the implementation of Agenda 21?
 
In Thailand, local implementation of sustainable development programs is
facilitated by compensating locals to attend Agenda 21 meetings (Tonami &
Mori, 2007). Tonami and Mori further point out that the long term
prognosis for successful implementation of sustained development
initiatives will hinge on continued support, presumably through incentives
and top-down enforcement of participation. This so-called top-down
participation implies resistance to Agenda 21 at the ground level, and
further suggests local and national governments recognize Agenda 21 may
be a hard sell. Perhaps the people know something about Agenda 21 that



their governments choose to either ignore, or not share with their
constituents.
 
The question of Agenda 21 efficacy at the local level was further challenged
in the Caribbean, where an analysis of councils for sustained development
in Grenada, Dominica, and St. Lucia found councils tend to dissipate when
members are not incentivized to participate (Rosenberg & Thomas, 2005).
Again, there is nothing like a government program that proclaims huge
benefits to participants, but then must pay people to meet to discuss it. If
Agenda 21 was such a good deal, people would naturally flock to its
meetings and lead the way in ensuring its broad implementation.
 
Other than paying members of the public to support Agenda 21, municipal
and national government bodies are finding people are resistant to change,
or being inconvenienced by change, when that change benefits others.
Norway is recognized as a pioneer in environmental initiatives, but even in
this ueber liberal nation, government leaders have found resistance to the
global perspective of Agenda 21 (Aal, 2000). Instead, Norwegians embrace
local initiatives that provide visible results and benefits to their localities.
As in American political elections, politics surrounding Agenda 21 appear
to be local. Ironically, it is this very provincialism the United Nations is
striving to circumvent in its global sustained development initiative.
 
Overall, this resistance to change, and the public demand for direct
compensation to participate in Agenda 21 programs, bodes well for the
demise of sustained development. However, the United Nations is
determined to impose their one world view and one world government on
the rest of us, despite our misgivings. If they succeed, their idea of utopia
may well become our idea of Hell on Earth.
 
“A lie can travel halfway around the world while the truth is putting on

its shoes.”
Mark Twain

 



Hell In A Nutshell
 
It is hard to predict exactly what the future may hold, but it is possible to
make accurate extrapolations based on current events, political agendas, and
documented objectives of government bodies. Frankly, I’m worried.
 
Hell as I see it is the forfeiture of my human dignity and constitutional
rights at the hands of a governing body. I served with the U.S. military in
two combat zones, and have two sons who currently serve in the U.S.
Army; yet one day the soldiers I once revered and called my friends may
become my enemy as they follow the orders of their appointed commanders
and march on the cities and homes of private citizens in the United States
and other developed nations around the world. And it does not take
Nostradamus to foretell this future. You need only step back to New
Orleans 2005 to observe American soldiers forcefully collecting weapons
from law abiding citizens and removing people from their homes to
relocation centers and FEMA trailer camps to see the future.
 
The quiet acceptance of these acts was deafening and is a harbinger of
things to come when the U.S. government capitulates to the United Nations.
In fact, we may have already done so, as evidenced by President George
H.W. Bush’s comments to the United Nations General Assembly where he
stated, “It is the sacred principles enshrined in the United Nations Charter to
which the American people will henceforth pledge their allegiance.” What
are those “sacred principles?” And, do they conflict with the principles set
forth in the Constitution many of us have sworn to protect and defend?
 
Following the Constitutional Convention of 1789, Benjamin Franklin
notably remarked “You have a republic, if you can keep it.” Like many of
our Founding Fathers, Franklin knew all too well the ease by which tyranny
could destroy freedom, and how ordinary men can lose sight of their moral
compass in the glare of power. One hundred years later Lord Acton
famously echoed Franklin’s cynicism for power when he stated, “Power



tends to corrupt, and absolute power corrupts absolutely. Great men are
almost always bad men." It is easy to forget that government leaders are
flesh and blood, blessed with the same vices of avarice and vanity as the
rest of us; and left unchecked, it is these very shortcomings that will be our
undoing. In my opinion Agenda 21 is the height of hubris, a product of
leaders left to govern without the consent of the governed.
 
The fruition of Agenda 21 is an Orwellian world of restricted travel,
complete lack of privacy, deprivation of human dignity, and subjugation to
totalitarian rule. Is this an exaggeration? Is it possible for a nation to usurp
natural law and repeal everything we have fought for from the Magna Carta
to the Constitution? Think about it. We have already sold ourselves into
slavery in the name of safety, consumerism, and entertainment, and have
furthered the cause of despotism by allowing fear to dictate our values and
beliefs. Is it any great leap for a government to take the next step in
population control and resort to coercion to implement its global objectives
through eugenics, euthanasia, and concentration camps? And, is the veiled
“papers please” reference to Nazism that much different than the
Department of Homeland Security’s current “viper” policies? Or, as
Zbigniew Brzezinski once wrote, governments use “terror as a deliberate
tool of political intimidation” to enact laws, gain power, and usurp human
rights in the name of safety—which leads me back to Benjamin Franklin
and his warning that any society that allows its rights to be taken away in
the name of safety, deserves neither rights, nor safety.
 
Americans want nothing more than a sweet taste in their mouths and a few
hours of mindless drivel on television to wash it down. And this passion for
comfort, safety, and diversion will be our undoing.
 
By now I hope you are asking yourself one or two questions: namely, How
did we get to this point? And, what can be done about it?
 

“There is nothing more frightening than active ignorance.”
Goethe



A Fine Kettle Of Fish
 
We have reached this point because of a collective failure to care.
Somewhere along the line we abdicated our rights to govern ourselves, and
placed the future of this republic in the hands of elected and appointed
officials, who for the most part would not qualify for a minimum wage job
in a soda shop. But we hired them anyway, entrusted them with the store’s
cash drawer, and gave them the key to the Executive Washroom.
 
In some ways the roots of our problems may be traced to Franklin
Roosevelt’s New Deal, Lyndon Johnson’s Great Society, or perhaps even
the National Security Act of 1947, that cumulatively bred an entitlement
mentality among the citizenry and authorized the debasement of individual
rights and privacy. But the truth may actually lie closer to home, where
individual apathy and egocentricity drives one to believe his or her
obligations to governance ends at the ballot box. A recent example of this
point is evident in Bell, California, where a host of city managers and
council members defrauded a small, blue-collar community of millions in
exorbitant salaries and questionable contracts. A vigilant electorate would
have never allowed this to happen.
 
Compounding the voter apathy issue, state and local referendums are
frequently overruled by judges who choose to legislate from the bench. For
example, in California a recent proposition to block official sanctioning of
same-sex marriages won the majority of votes cast. However, immediately
following the election, supporters of same-sex marriages appealed to the
courts for injunctions against the referendum. In a state of nearly 40 million
people, one judge overruled the will of the majority of voters. Similar
scenarios are played out across the country in case after case, eroding voter
confidence in the system and further disenfranchising the citizen’s role in
self-governance. To answer Benjamin Franklin’s challenge, it is impossible
to maintain a republic when the voter is powerless.
 



In his 2009 address to the United Nations General Assembly, President
Obama declared four things are critical to the future of the world’s
population:  “nonproliferation and disarmament; the promotion of peace
and security; the preservation of our planet; and a global economy that
advances opportunity for all people.” Obama does not seem to be much
different than other presidents in this regard, but his drive to recognize the
United Nations as the facilitator in these four areas suggests he is willing to
allow the United States to kowtow to the wishes of an international body,
rather than those of the American electorate. This is especially worrisome
in light of his executive powers (see Appendix B: Executive Orders).
 
Years ago I worked for a nationally recognized chain restaurant. The
restaurant employed an array of control mechanisms that required tickets
for every hamburger that left the kitchen, and following each shift servers
matched every food ticket used against printed receipts to verify payment.
The movement of two dollar plates of burgers and fries from the kitchen to
the customer was controlled like gold transfers at Fort Knox.
 
Yet, our local, state, and federal government bodies handle billions of
dollars and make life changing decisions for the governed with no apparent
oversight, and even societal changing laws like the Obama Health Care
Reform Bill are enacted without having been read or debated while 70
percent of the population clamored for details.
 
This same neglect and crass disregard for the democratic process
emboldened leaders at the United Nations to impose Agenda 21 on the
world.
 

“When a well-packaged web of lies has been sold gradually to the
masses over generations, the truth will seem utterly preposterous and

its speaker a raving lunatic.”
Dresden James



The Proof Is In The Pudding
 
The next section takes Agenda 21 and the sustained development initiatives
of the United Nations out of the realm of conspiracy and into the world of
reality. In the following pages I will review key elements of the two
documents mentioned above and share my opinion of how they are being
implemented across our society today.
 
“Agenda 21: United Nations Sustainable Development” was created during
the 1992 Rio de Janeiro Conference on Environment & Development, and
was signed by 178 nations, including President George H.W. Bush.
Following its approval, President Bill Clinton signed Executive Order
12852 in 1993, creating the President’s Council on Sustainable
Development, which in turn has created numerous documents relevant to
Agenda 21, including the 170 page document, “Towards a Sustainable
America: Advancing Prosperity, Opportunity, and a Healthy Environment
for the 21st Century,” published in 1999.
 
The title “Agenda 21” refers to the 21st Century, and as the name implies,
sets forth an agenda for controlling development throughout the world. This
351 page document is divided into three sections and 40 chapters.

Section 1: Social and Economic Dimensions
Section 2:  Conservation and Management of Resources for
Development
Section 3: Strengthening the Role of Major Groups

 
The Preamble sets forth the vision of the sustained development initiative as
a global partnership, where all nations must cooperate to eradicate hunger,
poverty, illiteracy, and ill-health. As you can see, in the first paragraph of
this document, the United Nations has expanded the vision of climate and
environment control to include the health, safety, and education of the
world’s population. It is this type of “mission creep” that is dangerous, as



bureaucracies are created to implement the Agenda 21 vision, and each
bureaucracy expands its reach, budget, and goals.
While the U.N. acknowledges Agenda 21 is a global initiative, the
Preamble further stresses the need for national governments to ensure
proper plans, strategies, policies, and processes are put into place to pave
the way for global implementation. Of course, America led the charge on
this when President Clinton signed Executive Order 12852. The U.N.
further invites non-governmental agencies to join the fray, and suggests the
goals of the initiative may change as circumstances and needs change over
time. In other words, “we’re not entirely sure what we want, but we’ll let
you know when the time comes.”
 
Call me mean spirited, but the entire gist of the Agenda 21 agreement
sounds like a contrived way to reduce America’s strength by transferring its
human and material resources, as well as wealth and technologies, to
developing nations. In short, they want to take 230 years’ worth of profits
and hard work derived from our successful free enterprise system, and give
it away to people, nations, and cultures that cannot produce for themselves.
Given the graft and corruption rampant throughout the world, and their
respective embracing of failed governmental systems, this seems like an
incredible waste.
 
This zero-sum view of the world is reflective of the values and beliefs of
key players in the United Nations who firmly believe the only way for an
under developed nation to get ahead is to redistribute technology and wealth
from the developed nations. This fallacy totally disregards the role of
private enterprise, innovation, and human ingenuity to create, and in fact
compounds the problem by utilizing public, rather than private, distribution
models. Additionally, while the United Nations promotes the transference
of private property into the public domain for preservation, many
economists believe the roots of personal and national wealth may be found
in the privatization of property and industry. Ironically, government
officials who extoll the benefits of moving private property into public
trusts for the good are the same people who have failed abysmally in their
mission to create peace on earth and end world hunger. What makes them
think they could manage businesses and the private lives of people?



 
Leading the charge to assume control of private property, the Agenda 21
has set its sights on technology. Agenda 21 represents a wholesale give
away of our technology and patents to developing nations, and in fact
clearly states developing nations should receive “favored” status as
recipients of technology from developed nations. The idea is that we should
all have access to state of the art technologies in the name of environmental
safety. While it sounds good on the surface, what it amounts to is placing all
nations on a level playing field technologically. Of course, I may be old
fashioned, or perhaps a bit ethnocentric, but I like the fact that U.S.
technology is superior and is of strategic importance to our national
security. According to Agenda 21, “environmentally sound technologies are
not just individual technologies, but total systems which include know-how,
procedures, goods and services, and equipment as well as organizational
and managerial procedures.”
 
Well Hell, why don’t we just do the work for them also?
 
To facilitate this transfer of knowledge, the U.N. would sanction clearing
houses to process requests for technologies using joint ventures and
partnerships. In other words, the U.N. would decide who gets what
information, and how it is used. In a head nod to intellectual and proprietary
properties, the U.N. states a system would need to be created to ensure
property owners are compensated for their technologies, using “fiscal or
otherwise” means.
The United Nations’ sustained development initiative will change your life.
 
Reading the 351 page Agenda 21 document is like peeling an onion, where
each successive layer reveals yet another layer of treachery. It begins
harmlessly enough by extolling the benefits of climate control and how the
Agenda 21 plan will save us all from certain doom. After all, global
warming is killing people in third world nations, burying entire islands in
the South Pacific, melting glaciers in Nepal, and choking the air with
industrial waste. As you peel away the Preamble layer, lofty platitudes
become specific plans to depopulate the world, relocate millions of people



into centralized mega-cities, indoctrinate children in government sponsored
re-education centers, and confiscate broad swaths of private property.
 
At the surface Agenda 21 looks like a benign plan to improve the quality of
life on earth and preserve its precious resources for future generations. But
at the core, in my opinion, is the apparent malignant kernel of the United
Nations’ true objective—control.
 
Am I exaggerating? Never under estimate the United Nations’ resolve to
govern the world through sustained development, and the U.S.
Government’s acquiescence, to its implementation. During the 2010
Cancun Climate Summit, U.N. Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon, expressed
“deep concern” over the slow progress being made in implementing
sustained development initiatives around the world, and proclaimed, “We
need results now.” In an oft repeated strategy, Ban concluded by asking
once again for more money from the developed nations, implying the
United States is not doing enough to speed its own reconstruction in the
image of Agenda 21. Apparently, the radicals are getting impatient with the
slow progress of Agenda 21, and are chagrined by the popular revolt against
their blueprint for a new world order.
 
As a signatory to Agenda 21, the United States has accepted the provisions
laid out in this document, and has furthered its implementation through
Executive Order, various regulations, and the publication of its seminal
document “Towards a Sustainable America.” 
 
It is time to wake up and stop the madness.
 
In a hilarious documentation of the United Nations’ apparent ignorance of
science, and its blatant distain for all things American, delegates to the
Cancun 2010 Climate Summit were asked to sign two separate “spoof”
petitions (CFACT, 2010). One petition asked for support in derailing the
U.S. economy for its failure to support the Kyoto Protocol by taking action
to reduce the United States’ gross domestic product by 6 percent, while the
second petition fooled virtually every delegate they asked to ban water
because it is a major component in acid rain. I’m not too bothered by the



attendee’s support of a water ban after all, this is just indicative of their
stupidity. However, when they support a cause that calls for the destruction
of the U.S. economy, that’s outrageous, and indicative of their true motives.
 
Agenda 21 is round one of an inflection point in globalization where local
and national governments will increasingly defer their role in governance to
a world body. This trend is evident where the 1992 Rio Summit laid the
ground work for sustained development, which led to President Clinton’s
Executive Order in 1993 that established the President’s Council on
Sustainable Development. Using their presidential charter, the council
immediately created a framework for pushing the sustainable development
concept to the local level.
 
At the local level professional facilitators are enlisted to organize and
facilitate Town Hall, or focus group, meetings to discuss the local
implementation of environmental policies in accordance with the sustained
development model. While local community activists believe they are
affecting policy, they are actually falling into the facilitator’s snare, which
in effect serves the master plan laid out by the United Nations in Rio, and
not those of Pretoria or Yorba Linda.
 
If you have ever attended a focus group or Town Hall event, you know the
facilitator has already chosen the topic for discussion. For example, a
typical discussion in rural Montana may revolve around the idea of
protecting the habitat of the dwindling wolverine population. From there,
the facilitator typically selects three options available for debate, which
typically includes two extreme options on opposite ends of the political or
environmental spectrum, and one, middle of the road option, that in
actuality is the facilitator’s desired choice. In this case, participants in the
meeting may be asked to discuss whether the community should support
ignoring the issue and allowing Darwin to be in the driver’s seat; using
eminent domain to seize private property and open corridors of protected
habitat for the wolverines, or implementing a local policy regarding
development and sprawl that will protect the wolverine’s habitat at current
levels.
 



The first two choices represent extremes that have little hope of gaining
support at any level, but the third choice, which ironically is the choice of
the facilitator, gains support as the only viable option. Following a round
table (we’re all so equal) discussion the participants agree to champion the
cause of restricted development of their lands and leave the session feeling
proud to have participated in the policy making process in their community.
 
The entire process is a sham, carefully orchestrated by professionals who
play local crowds like a fiddle to achieve their objectives. Here are some
actual examples of how this process has impacted various communities
across the nation…
 
Always willing to lead the way in radical reform, San Francisco enacted a
composting ordinance that authorizes fines of up to $500 for placing
organic items like orange peels, coffee grounds, and even greasy food
wrappers, in the trash. I guess we are supposed to store our greasy pizza
boxes under the bed, or perhaps return them to the pizzeria for the next
customer’s use. Communities across the nation followed the San Francisco
example and have since enacted aggressive recycling and landfill usage
laws that promise to micro-manage every aspect of your resource usage.
 
As a California native I have also noted with disgust how environmental
reform often comes at the expense of business and property owners. For
example, farmers in the San Joaquin Valley depend on irrigation to grow a
huge chunk of America’s fruits, nuts, and vegetables. But, restrictions on
water usage due to an endangered fish in the San Joaquin River delta area
has created a manmade drought throughout the valley and stopped food
production on thousands of acres. Likewise, in Riverside County
homeowners have been threatened with steep fines and jail sentences if they
clear the brush around their homes. Apparently, a local critter akin to
vermin called the kangaroo rat depends upon the brush for its survival.
Brush fires in the area have subsequently destroyed millions of dollars-
worth of homes and structures that would otherwise have avoided fire
damage. One homeowner blamed her home’s destruction on bureaucrats
that placed the safety of a rat over humans. Sadly, the same fire that
destroyed many homes also burned the rats.



 
Not to be outdone, the Occupation, Safety, and Health Administration
(OSHA) jumped on the environmental bandwagon in 1995 with its new ban
on lead based paint in residential facilities. OSHA used quasi-science to
justify its ban by dosing rats with huge wallops of lead on a daily basis, and
then extrapolating the results to suggest much smaller doses of lead would
be harmful to humans. Sure, lead and other heavy metals may pose risks to
humans, but let’s at least compare apples to apples in our research
methodologies. If OSHA used the same research regimen for other
chemicals and materials, up to 50 percent of everything humans
manufacture and use in their daily lives would be banned. Interestingly, the
OSHA ban on lead impacts homes built prior to 1978, and its demands for
hazardous homes to be destroyed or vacated suggests a means towards the
ends regarding the wholesale relocation of populations, as discussed below.
 
Anti-human environmental reform poses a real threat to economic
development at the local level—which oddly enough seems to suit the
United Nations’ sustained development objectives very well. Communities
that can no longer build manufacturing facilities; homeowners that cannot
manage their private property; and citizens that cannot find work or afford
to adhere to environmental laws, must die, or at least blow away. The
realization of up to 50 percent of the land mass in the continental United
States being removed from human habitation or use is just a handful of
environmental regulations away.
 
Information is power, and in my opinion nothing derails a despot’s
malicious plot like transparency and public awareness. The next time you
participate in a local political event or focus group, pay attention to how the
discussion is manipulated by the facilitator. Keep your eyes and mind open,
and refuse to be corralled by professionals bent on roping you into
predetermined conclusions that will threaten your private property rights
and limit your personal freedoms.
 
Long before Ronald Reagan became President of the United States, he
delivered a speech to the Phoenix Chamber of Commerce in 1961, where he
revealed a basic tenet in his philosophy of freedom and the American way



of life. Reagan stated, “Freedom is never more than one generation away
from extinction. We didn’t pass it on to our children in the bloodstream. It
must be fought for, protected, and handed on for them to do the same, or
one day we will spend our sunset years telling our children what it was once
like in the United States when men were free.” It is this “one generation”
that advocates for sustainable development target when they champion
education reform.
 
A leading educational philosopher, Benjamin Bloom, proudly proclaims
education is a process of changing a student’s thoughts, actions, and
feelings. According to Bloom, this is best accomplished by challenging his
or her belief system. At the root of this educational reform is a drive to
reduce the role of the individual in society in deference to the needs of the
community. This so-called educational reform teaches our children the
values of the new world order in place of real education. As Charlotte
Iserbyt, a former Department of Education Senior Advisor, posits in her
book “The Deliberate Dumbing Down of America,” that environmentalists
believe educated people consume more resources than uneducated people.
Therefore, to reduce consumption and achieve sustainable development, we
must simply offer educational opportunities that focus on values, rather than
facts.
 
This educational reform initiative is evident in the UNESCO program
called “United Nations’ Decade of Education for Sustainable
Development.” It is their stated goal in this program to steal one generation
of children and teach them to place loyalty to the state above loyalty to the
family. Once this objective has been realized, it is a simple task to then
inculcate the children with the basic tenets of sustainable development.
These tenets include:

End of national sovereignty
Abolition of private property
Restructuring of the family unit
Restriction of individual mobility and opportunity
Abandonment of constitutional rights
Relocation of people into smart growth zones

 



In the next few sections we will discuss each of these tenets in more detail
and reveal how this pervasive slippery slope to tyranny is rapidly
overtaking the American way of life. Remember Ronald Reagan’s words. If
we allow the United Nations’ Agenda 21 to take root in our society, life as
we know it is finished.



End of National Sovereignty
 
As long as nations stand alone, the United Nations will not be able to fully
implement its one world government plans.
 
Throughout this book I have talked about how the United Nations has
written a detailed environmental plan for worldwide implementation. The
plan is then pushed down to the national and local levels, where rules and
regulations are enacted allowing United Nations’ oversight. It is a slippery
slope towards a new world order.
 
For example, when the United Nations asks nations to reduce carbon
emissions by 25 percent, the practical implications of this goal becomes
restrictions on fossil fuel power generation plants, closure of coal mines,
reduction of gross domestic products, and limitations on economic
development, among a host of others. When nations defer these decisions
and rulings to the United Nations, they effectively abdicate their national
sovereignty to the dictators and tyrants of the world.
 

Abolition of private property
 
The cornerstone of America’s success is the protection of private property.
The pursuit of property motivates individuals to take risks, be innovative,
and protect the social and legal structure that preserves his or her private
property. Without the protection of our private property, the will to achieve
or build something worthwhile in this world would evaporate quicker than a
politician’s campaign promises.
 
When you think of private property, do not limit your vision to a stake of
land out in the country. Private property is also the patents and copyrights
you may hold, the shares in your stock market portfolio, the car you drive,
the business you own, and the home you live in.



 
One assault on private property is the so-called “Death Tax,” also known as
the Estate Tax. Currently, the Estate Tax is set at 35 percent, but this rate is
under constant assault by the wealth redistributors in Washington. Whether
you have estate worth taxing or not, think about the injustice of this tax.
Most personal estates are built on income derived from employment or
investment income. That means the money used to build an estate has
already been taxed by the government. Following your death, the
government wants to tax you again. In my opinion, this is a deliberate act
by our government to redistribute wealth and destroy private property.
 
To succeed in taking control of America, the United Nations must do
something about private property rights in America. The primary tools used
to achieve this goal will be the re-zoning of property in the name of habitat
preservation, land use restrictions imposed by new regulations governing
development, and heavy taxation of proceeds from private property, such as
the Death Tax and Capital Gains Tax. Additional encroachments will come
in the form of eminent domain seizures, and outrageously expensive
insurance premiums based on manufactured risk assessments.
 
Progress in this area seems slow, but never forget that the United Nations is
patient—to a certain extent. They are willing to wait for you to die to take
what you own. In my opinion, things will get dicey when they get impatient
and devise ways to speed up the process—like government imposed
healthcare and chemically laced food and water (but those are two separate
conspiracies).
 

Restructuring of the family unit
 
According to the website unesco.org, “The United Nations Decade of
Education for Sustainable Development (2005-2014), for which UNESCO
is the lead agency, seeks to integrate the principles, values, and practices of
sustainable development into all aspects of education and learning, in order
to address the social, economic, cultural and environmental problems we
face in the 21st century.”



 
UNESCO has identified 8 themes it must dedicate itself to in their so-called
Decade of Education:
�         Sustainable Urbanization
�         Sustainable Consumption
�         Peace and Human Security
�         Rural Development
�         Cultural Diversity
�         Gender Equality
�         Health Promotion
�         Environment

 
As is typical in any bureaucracy, you may note a considerable amount of
duplication in the above themes. For example, Peace and Human Security
sounds a lot like the U.N. peacekeeping mission, and its Health Promotion
and Gender Equality themes appear to duplicate the missions of other U.N.
agencies, like the U.N. Information and Resources on Gender Equality, and
the World Health Organization. But duplication of effort and over kill is
easy on somebody else’s dime. Besides, the redundancy has a numbing
effect on people, and lends credibility to the message when it is spread from
multiple sources at the same time.
 
Under the auspices of the United Nations, education will “challenge us all
to adopt new behaviors and practices,” and will focus on holistic, rather
than subject-based learning, and an emphasis on values rather than subject
matter. UNESCO further notes that education must instill critical thinking
among students, which sounds good on the surface, but is actually a
euphemism for “values clarification. Under values clarification, students are
taught there is no absolute right or wrong, which inevitably leads to the
destruction of morality, the family unit, and our free society. For example,
young students are now taught how to contact child protective services and
other authorities if they believe their parents are abusing them. Again, on
the surface this sounds admirable, but in practice it has led to many cases
where justifiable discipline in the home has led to court ordered separation
of children from their families. In another example of values clarification,
students are taught that petty theft of food items is acceptable to alleviate



hunger, especially where a poor child steals a food item from a “wealthy”
grocer.
 
These value clarification lessons often take form in role playing, where a
child may play the role of a greedy shopkeeper who physically abuses a
child who has been caught stealing a candy bar. The shoplifter is generally
portrayed as poor and disadvantaged, while the shopkeeper is wealthy and
privileged. Of course, in this role playing scenario, the impressionable
minds of 5-8 year old children sides with the thief. In practice, the values
learned in this role playing scenario leads to a softeneing of societal
pressures against aberrant behavior, and weakens the structure of a society
based on lawful and moral behavior.
 
In another example of values clarification at work, students in London went
on a rampage to protest hikes in college tuition. Their cause may be
legitimate, but the destruction of public and private property, as well as the
assault on innocent bystanders, including Prince Charles, is abhorrent, and
reeks of humanistic values. After all, isn’t class warfare a justifiable means
towards the collective, equality for all, means?
 
Why would the federal government implement values clarification training?
And, why would UNESCO and the Agenda 21 program want to redefine
the belief systems of children around the world? In my opinion there is only
one reason: By destroying the moral fabric of a society they can instill their
values and beliefs in their place.
 
As Charlotte Iserbyt noted in her book “The Deliberate Dumbing Down of
America,” the new model of education will teach students the values of
collectivism and loyalty to the state over family and individual. All I can
say is, thank God my kids were home-schooled.
 

Restriction of individual mobility and opportunity
 
If the globalists have their way, you will not have the need or right to own a
car, or choose to travel cross-country without their permission. In this



scenario, only the elite will have access to private modes of transportation.
 
The government preferred mode of transportation in the new world order is
trains. As PJ O’ Rourke notes, railroad tracks are a great way to control
where people go and when they get there. Of course, cars are a big no-no in
the new world order, as they afford freedom of movement and privacy.
 
During the December 2010 student riots in London, government officials
shut down Tube stops and stations in the area of the riot, effectively
blocking access to the area for people constrained to this mode of travel.
Here in America, similar moves would be ineffectual, as only a small
percentage of our population depends upon rail travel. But this may all
change soon, as high speed rail projects are gearing up for a massive shift in
how Americans travel.
 
Can you imagine being forced to travel by Amtrak, or staying home? A
friend of mine recently travelled from Central California to Oklahoma City,
via Amtrak. When he returned he told me the horrors of cross-country rail
travel. Many of the major cities required transferring to buses to travel
across breaks in the Amtrak service, and a transfer in San Antonio meant a
14 hour delay. Despite any effort by our government to impose rail travel on
its citizenry, I can foresee a nightmare of travel delays, compounded by
limited access to the places you may want to go. And in my opinion, this
will be by design. If you live on the West Coast your movement across the
fruited valley will be limited to railheads in San Diego, Los Angeles, San
Francisco, and Seattle. Sadly, you would simply not have any business
elsewhere. And your passion for motorcycling across the Mojave Desert,
picnicking beneath El Capitan in Yosemite, or hiking the Sierra Crest Trail,
will be verboten.
 
As a servant to the world’s elite, you will live in a high rise apartment
building within one mile of your work, and everything you need will be
available within a short walk. Am I dreaming? This is the reality of life for
many people in major cities across America already, so the actual restriction
on their rights to travel outside their allocated smart growth zone will be
virtually painless. I have a friend who has lived in an apartment in New



York City his entire life. He does not own a car, takes the subway to work,
and has his groceries delivered to his home. He loves it.
 
This lifestyle is totally foreign to those of us who grew up in rural America.
We want room to roam, and the freedom to choose when and where we
grow. For us, the change will be painful and will represent a severe
curtailment of our constitutional rights.And for the entrepreneurs among us,
Agenda 21 will severely limit your opportunities to start or run a business.
They may never tell you outright that you do not have the right to operate a
business; however, the permits and licenses to operate your business legally
will be so onerous and expensive, the results will not be worth the effort. In
this world of low initiative and reliance upon government for food, housing,
healthcare, and jobs, the pioneer spirit that has built America will shrivel
and die. In my hometown a local stock car race track has been in operation
since the 1950s. At the time the track was built its location was miles
outside the city and far away from any homes. Since then, homes have been
built around it, and residents of the area have won so many zoning changes
that the rack can only operate for a few hours per night, on one night of the
week.
 
Similarly, a home site in a remote area of the Mojave Desert has been made
uninhabitable because naturalists have been able to restrict the use of a
natural water spring that fed the house with drinking water. The house sits
empty today and is a testament to gradual forced migration of people off of
the land and into the cities.
 
Ironically, the President’s Council on Sustainable Development lists
employment opportunities as the first key characteristic of sustainable
development. In a business environment where innovation and development
is severely limited, the only source of jobs I can think of must be the public
sector. Again, this will be by design, as the surest route to government
control of your life is your dependence on that government.
 

Abandonment of constitutional rights
 



The erosion of constitutional rights in the United States will never happen
in one fell swoop. Instead, we will experience the gradual erosion of our
rights as various real or manufactured crises demand.
 
Following the 9/11 tragedy, Congress and the President moved quickly to
ensure government agencies had the capability to collect intelligence on
potential terrorists. The end result became what is known as The Patriot
Act.
 
The Patriot Act was enacted by Congress and signed into law by President
George Bush on October 26, 2001. Just weeks after the 9/11 event. The
name “Patriot” is actually a cleverly devised acronym which stands for
Providing Appropriate Tools Required to Intercept and Obstruct Terrorism.
 
Specifically, the act significantly reduced the restrictions placed on law
enforcement agencies in the area of search and seizure operations, including
electronic eavesdropping, email surveillance and cell phone monitoring.
Additionally, the Patriot Act dramatically increased the monitoring of
financial records and expanded surveillance of suspected terrorist activity to
include domestic activities and immigration that critics believe significantly
infringe upon civil and constitutional rights.
 
In my opinion, the most controversial aspect of this law is how it expanded
the definition of domestic terrorism to include any activity deemed
"dangerous to human life that are a violation of the criminal laws of the
United States or of any State." Under this definition, virtually any suspected
criminal could fall under the rules of the Patriot Act, effectively nullifying
any due processes required under the Constitution.
 
A strong offense is the best defense against terrorism if we are to survive as
a republic. However, I am beginning to wonder if we can achieve this
without completely forfeiting our individual rights and freedoms to the
government. Former FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover once bragged he could
find a way to arrest any male citizen of the country. With the Patriot Act, he
may have gotten his way.
 



Again, the Patriot Act is, in my opinion, an example of gradualism at work.
Never one to waste a crisis, the federal government used the tragedy of 9/11
to implement search and seizure tools against its own citizens that prior to
9/11 we would never have been allowed. This same methodology of
gradualism is at work in our transportation sector where the Department of
Homeland Security is taken its safety mandate to new levels of civil rights
encroachment.
In my opinion, the terrorists holed up in their wretched bat caves around the
world are cheering the new security measures employed by the
Transportation Security Agency (TSA). It must bust their guts to see
Americans standing in line for naked body scanning and invasive body
searches for the privilege of travelling from one city to another in this
“free” country.
 
Terrorists despise our liberties, and count any mission to deprive us of our
life, liberty, and pursuit of happiness as a resounding success. Sadly, in the
name of “safety,” our government appears over eager to accommodate the
terrorists through placation, political correctness, and pandering, rather then
the distasteful but necessary annihilation of any enemy to the people of this
country. Instead, we have a federal government led by a man even the
French and Germans declare as “too liberal,” and dangerously socialist in
his belief system.
 
Airline and airport security is a monumental undertaking, fraught with weak
links and vulnerabilities. Think about it. An airport like LAX in Los
Angeles is a city within a city, with an astonishing 56 million passengers
arriving and departing annually, over 1.5 million tons of cargo handled each
year, and approximately 544,000 flights per year. How many mechanics,
cargo handlers, support personnel, and food service providers does it take to
support an air hub of this size? And does each catering and/or maintenance
truck accessing the airport secure area receive a pat down or image scan
comparable to the flying passenger’s regimen?
 
Have you ever shipped a package across country via airmail? Who do you
think transports these packages? If you guessed commercial airlines, you
would be right. There are U.S. Mail bags in virtually every aircraft crossing



the fruited plains of this nation. Does each package shipped via airmail
receive the same scrutiny as the passengers? I hope so, but kind of doubt it.
 
My point is, passengers are just the tip of the iceberg when it comes to
airline security, and any terrorist smart enough to build a bomb knows this.
Consider the recent incidents of explosives being shipped via air cargo
carriers out of Yemen, bound for the UK and US. We always seem to thwart
these shenanigans by the skin of our teeth, courtesy of a whistle blower. But
what happens when our luck runs out?
 
There are no easy answers when it comes to airline security. Obviously, the
government must take steps to protect safety of flight, but the TSA and
Department of Homeland Security appears arrogant and disdainful of the
flying public—and that is what irks me.
 
I hate to wave the white flag when it comes to exercising my rights, but in
this case I am personally avoiding airports and flying as much as possible. I
have cancelled vacation trips that required flying, and will continue to limit
my exposure to what I perceive as the abusive power of a government
agency, and invite you to reconsider supporting a system that blatantly
disregards your constitutional rights. In my opinion, the current TSA
protocol for screening passengers is nothing but window dressing, designed
to instill confidence in the system, and train American citizens to accept the
deprivation of their rights in the name of safety. Airport security, and the
abuses of power by control hungry amateurs, is this generation’s Alamo.
We have to stop the violation of our constitutional rights before big
government interprets acquiescence as permission to extend their invasive
police tactics to every street corner in America.
 
One recent incident supports by contention of security risks among airport
support personnel. According to the article “Skycap Scam Discovered at
Miami International Airport,” by Jade Walker, 15 baggage handlers have
allegedly accepted cash payments from passengers to load their bags onto
planes without going through the normal check-in procedure. While the
motive appears purely profit oriented, circumventing the routine check-in
and security screenings may pose significant safety of flight risks (Walker,



2010). Again, in my opinion passengers appear to garner the most attention
from TSA personnel and procedures, while the behind the scenes activities
in our airports operate with impunity.
 
Don’t agree? Fine. Go ahead and subject your mother and daughter to the
humiliation of the TSA groin grope. Just count me out.
 
You may have noticed that the above violations of our constitutional rights
are at the hands of our own government and not the United Nations. As the
saying goes, “With friends like these, who needs enemies?” My fear of the
United Nations in this area stems from a historical pattern of our
government siding with United Nations’ decrees. The Patriot Act and TSA
security procedures are, in my opinion, a training ground for U.S. citizens,
designed to numb our sensitivities to government control. Once the rebels
in America have been adequately neutered or spayed, the United Nations
will simply demand compliance, with our own government’s blessings. And
the first item on their agenda will be the removal of firearms from your
home.
 

Relocation of people into smart growth zones
 
The world’s population is a critical area of concern for the United Nations’
sustained development initiative, and while I recognize that many nations
are not capable of supporting continued population growth, many of these
limitations are the result of policy decisions and corruption, not the Earth’s
resources. But the United Nations tends to hold governments blameless in
this area, and instead point the finger at families and lack of education as
the culprit.
 
In yet another example of how governments, and the United Nations in
particular, believe they know what is best for you, the Untied Nations has
sponsored significant research in the area of population control. The goals
of the United Nations’ Population Fund “are an integral part of all efforts to
achieve sustained and sustainable social and economic development that
meets human needs, ensures well-being and protects the natural resources



on which all life depends” (Population & Development Review, 1996). In
other words, according to the United Nations, the best way to ensure
sustainability of resources is to limit the world’s population. The Population
Fund goes on to list the means of achieving its population control goals,
which primarily focus on family planning and birth control, and as recently
as 2010 have enlisted the support of faith based organizations to spread
their message of birth control (Karam, 2010).
 
In its seminal document on sustained development in America, the
President’s Council on Sustainable Development declares “the stabilization
of the U.S. population” as one of its primary goals. This is interesting, given
that the majority of population growth in this country is the result of
immigration, both legal and illegal.
 
Beyond the drive to reduce the world’s population, Agenda 21 takes a
nastier turn in its effort to create “smart growth zones” in developed
nations. In the United States, major metropolitan areas along the eastern and
western seaboards will become stacked and packed mega-cities, allowing
the removal of people from rural areas across the nation in a mass exodus
that will make the Highland Clearances of the 18th and 19th centuries look
like the eviction of a bachelor from his one room apartment.
 
Ironically, the movement of the nation’s population into stacked and packed
mega-cities will not be a significant shift in our population. According to
the World Resource Institute, 75 percent of Americans live in urban areas,
with over half of the population clustered around 39 cities of 1 million plus
people. The Agenda 21 plan, which you may remember was being
discussed by the Clinton Administration, is to simply move access to
education, jobs, and healthcare to these urban areas, effectively forcing the
majority of rural residents to “voluntarily” move. An additional technique
to encourage urbanization will be the use of government incentives in the
form of grants, tax credits, and government housing benefits. As they move,
private property will be scooped up by the state in property condemnations
and eminent domain seizures. For the stubborn rebels, the lack of access to
essential services like police and fire protection will make it easy for



marauders to prey on the holdouts, which will have the desired effect of
either killing the resistant squatters, or burning them out.
 
If you don’t think the mass relocation of rural Americans is possible, think
of how the methods listed above worked to clear the hills during the
Tennessee Valley Authority construction. But the most powerful eviction
tool used by the government is the right of eminent domain. In a report
titled “Public Power, Private Gain,” the Institute for Justice has documented
over 10,000 cases of eminent domain abuse, where property owners have
faced forced removal from their land and home sites. The intent of eminent
domain is to claim private property for public use, such as the construction
of a freeway by-pass, or the expansion of a sewage treatment plant.
However, as the cases documented by the Institute for Justice suggest, the
government is now routinely working with developers and
environmentalists to seize private property without justification.
 
Overseas this forced movement of people is also evident in the Yangtze
River basin in China. Construction of the largest dam in the world has led to
the destruction of entire cities, and the displacement of millions of people,
most of whom moved from their rural farms to mega-cities like Shanghai.
Sure, you can point to the advantages of the Yangtze Dam, but my point is,
the government can contrive any justification necessary to remove you from
your land or home. In the end, the stated objective of Agenda 21 is to see 50
percent of the landmass of the United States vacated and left to nature.
 
If the proponents of Agenda 21 achieve their goals, much of the land that
currently comprises the bread basket of the world will be off limits to
human habitation and activity. Furthermore, the rich farmlands of the San
Joaquin and Imperial Valleys will become fallow as irrigation and water
rights are restricted. Exactly what are we supposed to eat when we are
holed up in tiny apartments in massive government housing units? Is the
slow starvation of the masses their ultimate goal? Once the urbanization
process has been completed, the final solution to the world’s population
problem will be within the reach of a simple command to “flip the switch.”
 



“The good Lord set definite limits on man's wisdom, but set no limits
on his stupidity - and that's just not fair.”

Konrad Adenauer



Call To Action
 
While the bulk of this expose has focused on the actions of elected officials,
the elephant in the corner of the room is actually a growing trend towards
governing by rule of regulation. America is a nation of laws, and the elected
officials in our state and federal legislative bodies have been given the
authority to create those laws. Unfortunately, what is happening is that
appointed officials from agencies across the nation are enacting rules and
regulations that effectively circumvent the legislative process.
 
For example, Agenda 21 is not a law or a treaty enacted by Congress, and
the President’s Council On Sustainable Development is not an agency
created by Congress. Yet, they have both resulted in significant regulations
as well as imposition of controls on individual property rights. Presumably,
if the United Nations, and the host of non-government organizations that
champion its causes, succeeds in fully implementing Agenda 21, you will
not recognize America.
 
In another example of ruling through regulation, the Endangered Species
Act uses habitat protection as a means to set aside land currently accessible
for recreational purposes, such as National Parks, deserts, and our forests
into conservation districts, where any human activity is forbidden. In the
Selway-Bitterroot wilderness areas strict laws governing the grazing of
animals makes it illegal for a horse or pack animal to take a bite of grass
within the wilderness area, which effectively makes thousands of square
miles of beautiful land inaccessible to most people. And in the Mojave
Desert strict rules regarding staying on trails makes it illegal for hikers and
campers to experience the wide open expanses of the desert. Eventually,
according to contributors to the Agenda 21 accord, up to 50 percent of all
land in the United States will be off limits to human activity—and your
representative in Congress will never cast a single vote for or against this
action.
 



In a world where City Park Rangers tote assault rifles, private security firms
are granted arrest powers, mobile naked body scanners cruise up and down
streets prying into people’s homes and vehicles, and emails and text
messages are scanned by barricaded government eavesdroppers, there is no
limit to the reach of the government. Government apologists routinely cite
“the ends justify the means” as the justification for invasive police tactics
and the usurpation of constitutional law by the very people sworn to defend
the Constitution. But lest we forget, Adolf Hitler himself used the
expression “the ends justify the means” dozens of times in his book, “Mein
Kampf,” and we all know where that got us.
 
Under no circumstances should a justification for an “ends” warrant blanket
approval of any “means” possible. Rather, every action taken by a
government must be tested against the natural laws of man. And in the case
of the greatest nation every devised by man, the means must also meet the
strict limits of constitutional law. Agenda 21 proponents will offer
compelling arguments in favor of global sustained development, and on the
surface they will sound reasonable. Consider these examples from my own
personal experience…
 
As a child growing up near a cement plant I remember how the air for miles
around lay entrapped in a perpetual fog bank. Only this was not fog. It was
a cloud of dust, heavy with poisons that killed every tree in the area and
blocked the view of the sky and surrounding mountains. In the early 1970s
air pollution filters were put into place. The air cleared, trees returned to
life, and the plant continued to operate and make money for its stakeholders
and employees.
 
Living in the Persian Gulf area in the 1990s I observed garbage trucks
routinely dumping industrial waste in the waters. The beaches were a wreck
and the surrounding waters too unpleasant to swim. The pearl industry
suffered, fishing ground to a standstill, and tourism was non-existent. Over
the past twenty plus years the local governments have realized the Gulf
waters are a precious treasure, worth saving, and have made progress in
reversing the tradition of using the ocean as a landfill.
 



Other environmental tragedies like the Exxon Valdez and BP oil spills
suggest we have a ways to go yet, and learning how to prevent incidences
of this nature are worthy causes. But at what cost? I part ways with the
environmentalists when their zeal for reform begins to resemble eco-
terrorism, and where the rights and needs of humanity must take a backseat
to nature.
 
We face a host of pollution and sustained development challenges, but in
my opinion many of these issues can be met with free market solutions. We
do not need the bloated bureaucracy of the United Nations dictating policy
at the national and local levels. Let them focus on hosting summit meetings
that promote world peace, and leave the rest of us alone. Agenda 21 is a
carefully disguised attempt to hijack the worthy cause of environmentalism
in the pursuit of political objectives. As one signatory to the United
Nations’ General Assembly among at least 193 others, the initiatives being
put into place in the name of sustained development represent a threat to
our national sovereignty. If the citizenry of the various nations that prize
freedom and self-governance do not resolve to stop the United Nations in
its tracks, we will all be answering to the same handful of elites whose
selfish pursuit of utopia will relegate the vast majority of the world’s
population to a life of servitude and limited opportunity.
 
It’s time to relegate Agenda 21 to the dustbin of history, where it belongs.
 

"... freedom and democracy will leave Marxism and Leninism on the
ash heap of history."

President Ronald Reagan



Appendix A: Karl Marx’s Ten Planks
To Seizing Power

 
As you may be aware, Karl Marx is the author of “The Communist
Manifesto,” where he invited workers of the world to unite and break the
chains of their masters, seize power, and usher in a utopian world of
equality. Of course, anyone who has bothered to read “George Orwell’s
“Animal Farm,” or has taken the time to observe the abject failure of
communism in Cuba and the former Soviet Union, understands the fallacy
of the communist mindset.
 
Despite communism’s track record, there are many people in this world,
including a portion of the progressives in the United States, who believe
this is the only way to achieve the sustained development goals of Agenda
21. Therefore, I felt it imperative that you understand Karl Marx’s
methodologies. Here are his ten planks to seizing power…
 
1. Abolition of private property and the application of all rent to public
purpose.
2. A heavy progressive or graduated income tax.
3. Abolition of all rights of inheritance.
4. Confiscation of the property of all emigrants and rebels.
5. Centralization of credit in the hands of the state, by means of a national
bank with state capital and an exclusive monopoly.
6. Centralization of the means of communication and transportation in the
hands of the State.
7. Extension of factories and instruments of production owned by the State,
the bringing into cultivation of waste lands, and the improvement of the soil
generally in accordance with a common plan.
8. Equal liability of all to labor. Establishment of Industrial armies,
especially for agriculture.



9. Combination of agriculture with manufacturing industries; gradual
abolition of the distinction between town and country by a more equable
distribution of the population over the country.
10. Free education for all children in government schools. Abolition of
children's factory labor in its present form. Combination of education with
industrial production.
 
Please visit http://www.jeremiahproject.com/culture/10-planks-of-
communism.html for a detailed discussion of how Marx’s ten planks are
finding their way into the American way of life.



Appendix B: The Bill of Rights
 
In contrast to Karl Marx’s utopian ideals and his placement of the state
above man, the original ten amendments to the U.S. Constitution place
limits on the power of government, and bestow individual citizens with
irrevocable rights. These rights are particularly important in a time when
our own leaders are negotiating the forfeiture of our national sovereignty in
deference to a world body.
 
Shortly after the constitution was written, people like Thomas Jefferson and
James Madison began to reflect on the how the Constitution granted
authority to a centralized government, but the rights of the governed (that
would be us) were inadequately represented by the Constitution. As a result
of this shortcoming, Jefferson and Madison composed ten rights that were
amended to the Constitution and became known as our Bill of Rights.
 
Know this: You cannot ask for or expect to be granted your constitutional
rights if you do not even know what they are. Please, take some time and
read through these 10 short paragraphs.
 
First Amendment: Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment
of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the
freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the people peaceably to
assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances.
 
Second Amendment: A well regulated Militia being necessary to the
security of a free State, the right of the people to keep and bear arms shall
not be infringed.
 
Third Amendment: No Soldier shall, in time of peace be quartered in any
house, without the consent of the Owner, nor in time of war, but in a
manner to be prescribed by law.
 



Fourth Amendment: The right of the people to be secure in their persons,
houses, papers, and effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures,
shall not be violated, and no Warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause,
supported by Oath or affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be
searched, and the persons or things to be seized.
 
Fifth Amendment: No person shall be held to answer for any capital, or
otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of a
Grand Jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in the
Militia, when in actual service in time of War or public danger; nor shall
any person be subject for the same offence to be twice put in jeopardy of
life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness
against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due
process of law; nor shall private property be taken for public use, without
just compensation.
 
Sixth Amendment: In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the
right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of the State and
district where in the crime shall have been committed, which district shall
have been previously ascertained by law, and to be informed of the nature
and cause of the accusation; to be confronted with the witnesses against
him; to have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favor, and to
have the Assistance of Counsel for his defense.
 
Seventh Amendment:  In suits at common law, where the value in
controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by jury shall be
preserved, and no fact tried by a jury, shall be otherwise re-examined in any
court of the United States, than according to the rules of the common law.
 
Eighth Amendment:  Excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive
fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted.
 
Ninth Amendment: The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain rights,
shall not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by the people.
 



Tenth Amendment: The powers not delegated to the United States by the
Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States
respectively, or to the people.
 
To learn more about your Constitution, visit
http://www.constitutionpreservation.org and look for links to the free 8 hour
video training that will make you the most informed constitutional law
expert in your neck of the woods.



Appendix C: Executive Orders
 
While the constitutional authority to enact laws from the Oval Office are
sketchy at best, the reality is, they happen.
 
At the stroke of a pen the President of the United States can invoke his or
her executive privilege to enact a law and possibly subvert the constitution,
or at the very least, avoid congressional oversight or involvement of the
law’s enactment, using what is commonly known as the Executive Order.
 
Here is an example of an Executive Order and its complete text:
 
Executive Order, April 27, 1861
 
The COMMANDING GENERAL OF THE ARMY OF THE UNITED
STATES
You are engaged in suppressing an insurrection against the laws of the
United States. If at any point on or in the vicinity of any military, line which
is now or which shall be used between the city of Philadelphia and the city
of Washington you find resistance which renders it necessary to suspend the
writ of habeas corpus for the public safety, you personally, or through the
officer in command at the point where resistance occurs, are authorized to
suspend that writ.
 
Given under my hand and the seal of the United States, at the city of
Washington, this 27th day of April, 1861, and of the Independence of the
United States the eighty-fifth.
 
ABRAHAM LINCOLN.
By the President of the United States
 
As you can see, it does not take very many words to change our way of life.
In Lincoln’s typical brevity, he suspended the right to habeas corpus. And



just in case you have forgotten, habeas corpus is one of our most cherished
rights, and compels government authorities to justify why a person is being
held prisoner. Short of this justification, a person cannot be held captive
against his or her will. Lincoln’s Executive Order effectively nullified
habeas corpus and gave him the sole authority to capture and hold political
prisoners at will. President Bush also suspended habeas corpus in 2006
when he signed The Military Commissions Act of 2006.
 
It should be noted that Lincoln’s actions were deemed necessary at the time
to secure the Union. But of course, any law enacted by a President will be
deemed in the best interest and safety of the people. In the name of security,
your freedoms will be easily traded or usurped without a single vote or
congressional hearing. And as we learn more and more of the motives
behind zealous environmentalists and one world government proponents,
the power to affect social change through Executive Order becomes a real
threat.
 
Your rights under habeas corpus are granted in Article I, Section 9, clause 2
of the Constitution, which states, "The Privilege of the Writ of Habeas
Corpus shall not be suspended, unless when in Cases of Rebellion or
Invasion the public Safety may require it." What constitutes an invasion or
risk to public safety appears to rest solely with the President. And there is
the rub. The President’s enjoyment of executive privilege turns our elected
official into an emperor, in my opinion.
 
Here are some examples of Executive Orders which may impact our lives in
the event of a national emergency or other incident leading to the
implementation of martial law. They are also indicative of how a single man
or woman, occupying the Oval Office, could implement regulations in
accordance with the wishes of the United Nations.
 
Executive Order 12852: As previously noted, this order created the
President’s Council on Sustainable Development.
Executive Order 10995: All communications media are to be seized by the
Federal Government. Radio, TV, newspapers, Citizen Band and Ham



radios, telephones, and the Internet will be under federal control. This could
effectually spell the end to your 1st Amendment rights.
Executive Order 10997: All electrical power, fuels, and all minerals will be
seized by the federal government.
Executive Order 10998: All food resources, farms and farm equipment will
be seized by the government. You will not be allowed to hoard food once
this is enforced.
Executive Order 10999: All modes of transportation will go into
government control. Any vehicle can be seized.
Executive Order 11000: All civilians can be used for work under federal
supervision.
Executive Order 11490: Establishes presidential control over all US
citizens, businesses, and churches in time of "emergency."
Executive Order 12919: Directs various Cabinet officials to be constantly
ready to take over virtually all aspects of the US economy during a State of
National Emergency at the direction of the president.
Executive Order 13010: Directs FEMA to take control over all government
agencies in time of emergency. FEMA is under control of executive branch
of the government.
Executive Order 12656: "ASSIGNMENT OF EMERGENCY
PREPAREDNESS RESPONSIBILITIES", "A national emergency is any
occurrence, including natural disaster, military attack, technological
emergency, or other emergency that seriously degrades or seriously
threatens the national security of the United States. Policy for national
security emergency preparedness shall be established by the President."
This order includes federal takeover of all local law enforcement agencies,
wage and price controls, prohibits you from moving assets in or out of the
United States, creates a draft, controls all travel in and out of the United
States, and much more.



Appendix D: Euro Currency Collapse
and the IMF

 
The general consensus among top economists and finance experts is that
currency unions are fatally flawed and all of them eventually fail. The
biggest currency union in the world is the Euro, created in 1999 and
currently used by 16 of the 27 European Union countries.
 
Now, as the Euro faces massive bailouts of economies like Greece, Ireland,
Spain, and Portugal, the strain may prove too much to the other European
Union nations, which could lead to an abandonment of the Euro in favor of
national currencies, and according to the Bank for International Settlements,
EU banks have over $2 trillion of exposure to the debts of Spain, Portugal,
Ireland, and Greece.
 
So, why should you care? Does currency collapse help the United Nations
achieve its global governance goals? And, how does the Euro collapse, and
the potential follow on collapse of the American dollar, impact you?
 
The globalists want America to collapse, and the best way to do this is to
collapse our currency. However, to implode the U.S. currency, they must
first cause the demise of the Euro. Within weeks after the collapse of the
Euro, world markets, including U.S. markets, will collapse, subsequently
leading to the U. S. currency collapse.  Remember, social engineers
understand that you must remove the old order to bring in the new, and
there is nothing like devaluing the money in your bank account,
investments, and other cash holdings to facilitate this change.
 
As I write this in late December, 2010, the EU and the International
Monetary Fund (IMF) are considering bailouts of the four weakest
economies in the European Union.  The IMF was founded in 1945 with the
stated goal of stabilizing exchange rates around the world and is the direct



result of agreements made during the 1944 United Nations Monetary and
Financial Conference. The representatives of 45 governments met in the. Its
critics claim this is just a ploy to prop up weak economies and poor nations
in a bid to gain control of their respective financial institutions. The IMF
defends its actions as beneficial to the democratization process, but critics
claim nations generally fail after receiving IMF loans, and as a rule must
devalue their currency to effectively “monetize” their debts (Dreher &
Walter, 2010).
 
Either way, the IMF will be playing a big role in the bailouts of various
European Union countries in the near future, and as a financial cousin to the
United Nations’ World Bank, may serve as a gateway to further United
Nations involvement in the internal politics and financial dealings of
countries around the world. Is the U.S. next on the IMF hit list? In my
opinion, if the Euro fails, the dollar will follow, and may well kick off a
domino effect in the financial capitals of the world. In that event, paper
currencies will be worthless.



Appendix E: Cap and Trade
 
Cap and Trade is a potential landmine for free market, and anti-big
government thinkers.
 
Cap and Trade is a free market solution to protecting the environment that
is doomed to fail. In my opinion, this is the desired result, which will prove
to a chagrined public that free market solutions to the world’s problems are
not valid, and that only the government can solve our problems. And since
environmental issues cross national borders, only the United Nations will
have the reach and authority to act decisively. God help us.
 
On December 17, 2010, the state of California enacted the first state run
Cap and Trade market in the nation.
 
In an interesting video about Cap and Trade, videographer Annie Leonard
discusses what she see as the three major “devils” impacting the efficacy of
Cap and Trade. Leonard claims the current plans to create a market based
on carbon emissions is fraught with potential fraud and bogus carbon
reduction schemes that will end up costing the consumer billions of dollars,
while offering little to no benefits to the environment (Leonard, 2010).
 
Here is basically how the Cap and Trade market will work. First, carbon
polluters will be allowed to emit pollutants up to a given level. When they
exceed that level, they must purchase permits to release more carbon
pollutants. This leads to numerous questions about who owns and sells the
permits, and where and how these additional costs may be passed on to the
consumer. An alternative is for the organization producing the pollutant to
relocate his or her business to an area not governed by Cap and Trade, or to
simply stop production altogether, presumably resulting in lay-offs and
decreased economic productivity.
 



The second area of concern is the use of a marketing ploy known as offsets.
Offsets are awarded to companies that reduce carbon emissions, or in some
way remove carbon pollutants from the environment. Ironically, a company
can claim offsets by inflating their carbon output projections, and then
subsequently reducing their projections. The difference between the two
projections represents an offset, and creates an emission permit that the
company can then sell on the Cap and Trade market. In another example, a
company may remove native old growth trees from an area, and then
replant the area. The company makes money from its sell of the hardwoods,
and then earns carbon offsets as a result of replanting the denuded forest.
Again, there were no true gains in carbon reductions. Another offset ploy
allows companies to collect valuable, and tradable, carbon offsets by
claiming it did something to reduce existing carbon in the atmosphere. In
this case, a company could claim it “vacuumed” up a certain amount of
carbon from the air, and therefore deserves compensation. Unfortunately,
the company’s claims may be difficult, if not impossible, to verify.
 
Finally, giving away permits to polluters, allowing companies to trade on
offsets, and building a market that profits financiers at the expense of
consumers, is a distraction from the real goal of reducing carbon emissions.
Cleaning the air is a worthy goal, but in this case it is all a sham created by
financiers looking for a new trading instrument, and its big government
sponsors who see the whole thing as a laughable way to prove free markets
cannot deal with these thorny environmental issues without government
oversight and control.
 
The entire Cap and Trade scheme is a boondoggle for financiers, and will
hurt the cause of finding free market solutions to our problems.
 
Throughout this book I have advocated for free market solutions, but sadly,
this is not one of them. Watch for the naysayers to pounce on the failures of
Cap and Trade and clamor for more big government imposed alternatives.



Appendix F: World Heritage Sites
 
Don’t be surprised to see a blue helmeted guard at the entrance to your
favorite historical monument or national park in the near future.
 
World Heritage sites are cultural or natural landmarks deemed by the
United Nations to be valuable to the entire world and worthy of United
Nations’ protection. The U.N.’s authority in this area comes from the
Convention Concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural
Heritage, adopted by UNESCO in 1972. According to the unesco.org
website, “World Heritage sites belong to all the peoples of the world,
irrespective of the territory on which they are located.”
 
And this is exactly what ticks me off about the United Nations. They have
this arrogance about them which leads them to believe they have authority
and jurisdiction over anything within the confines of the solar system. But
what really floats my boat is how readily our government falls into line with
the United Nations.
 
There are currently about 900 sites around the world designated as World
Heritage sites, with 704 of these sites being culturally related, and 180 of
them being natural. An example of a cultural site is the Statue of Liberty,
while the Grand Canyon is a natural site. Here are some of the sites in
America that now fall under United Nations protection:
 
Mesa Verde National Park, Yellowstone National Park, Everglades National
Park, Grand Canyon National Park, Independence Hall, Glacier Bay,
Redwood National and State Parks, Mammoth Cave National Park,
Olympic National Park, Cahokia Mounds State Historic Site, La Fortaleza
and San Juan National Historic Site in Puerto Rico, Great Smoky
Mountains National Park, Statue of Liberty, Yosemite National Park, Chaco
Culture, Hawaii Volcanoes National Park, Monticello and the University of



Virginia in Charlottesville, Pueblo de Taos, Carlsbad Caverns National
Park, and Waterton Glacier International Peace Park.
 
You mean to tell me our Independence Hall and Monticello fall under the
auspices and control of the United Nations? What do they know about
freedom? And, is it not hypocritical to recognize sites instrumental to our
democracy and freedom while simultaneously espousing tyranny in the
form of one world government? Likewise, how can sites with deep cultural
and historical meaning in one nation be valued by another?
 
The arrogance of UNESCO knows no bounds. Inherent to its World
Heritage sites program is the deluded belief that the world is one culture,
and that we share the same values, beliefs, and goals. Of course, this belief
is crucial to the United Nation’s belief that it is possible to rule the world
with one government. Personally, most of us cannot even get along with our
neighbors, so how are we to get along with, or appreciate, the values and
beliefs of a remote tribe halfway around the world?
 
UNESCO’s World Heritage site project is nothing but exploitation of
national sovereignty in the carefully disguised image of culture and
historical preservation. Since its inception, the World Heritage program has
consistently broadened its definition of “heritage” to include sites
endangered by development and warfare—which smacks of Agenda 21 and
its goal of restricting development around the world. Like many of its other
programs, initiatives, and agencies, the World Heritage program adds yet
another weapon to the United Nations war chest.
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